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For this exercise, you will evaluate the structure o f your essay draft w ith the help o f your 
peers. In the spaces below, write the first sentence o f  each o f the body paragraphs o f  the 
essay (excluding the introduction and conclusion), as well as the thesis. W hen you are done, 
these should form  a rough skeleton in which you can see the paper’s general argument. 
Look back over this and see how  clearly your argum ent comes out. Bring this sheet to class 
on W ednesday the 20 , w hen we will be w orkshopping it for concrete suggestions.
Thesis:
1.)
2.)
3.)
4.)
5.)
Read over the skeleton essay o f  topic sentences in fron t o f you, then answer the following questions. 
O nce you have finished, discuss your responses w ith the author.
In responding to these questions, please use complete sentences. Remember, your aim is to help 
your fellow students produce a better essay, and one-w ord responses are unlikely to be helpful.
1.) Briefly summarize the argum ent o f  the essay, based only on w hat appears in these sentences.
2.) W hat did the w riter do well? W hat specifically made the organization and structure successful?
3.) H ow  clear was this argument? W ere there specific times w hen it was difficult to follow? W ere 
there logical jumps? I f  so, where?
4.) W hat overall suggestions do you have for the writer?
